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Non-Linear Vibration Sensitivity Analysis in case of Transient Large Deformation
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Table 1 Values of structural parameter

Mass Mass Spring Stiffness Damping [Damping Value
Number Value Number| Value Number [N/(m/s)]
[kg] [N/m]
m, 1 ky 1x10° 1 5
m, 1 ko 1x10° C; 5
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Table 2 Values of each structural parameter (Position 1)

Mass Mass Spring Stiffness Damping|Damping Value
Value Value
Number [q] Number| [N/m] Number [N/(m/s)]

m, 60.67 Kk, 1.492x10° C,
m, 72.02 ks 1.492x10° C,
m; 72.02 ks 1.492x10° Cs

K4 1.492x10° C4
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Table 3 Values of each structural parameter (Position 4)

Mass . Stiffness . .
Mass Value Spring Value Damping|Damping Value)
Number [q] Number| [N/m] Number [N/(m/s)]
m; 60.67 k, 1.042x10° cy 5.4
m, 72.02 ks 1.042x10° 2 2.7
m; 72.02 ks 1.042x10° Cs 5.4
Ks 1.042x10° C4 2.7
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